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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's arguments, see appeal brief, filed 4/28/04, with respect to claim 1-16 have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. The final rejection of 12/18/03 has been withdrawn. 

The following action is another responsive to communications: Amendment, filed on 
9/23/03. 

This Action is Final. 

Claims 1-16 are pending in this application. Claims 1,4, 10, 13, and 14 are independent 
claims. In the Amendment, filed on 9/23/03, claims 1-7, 10, and 12-14, are amended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kosaka et al. 
(JP 11250054). 

As per claim 14, Kosaka teaches a computer-implemented process to display and 
simultaneously update multiple information units comprising: 

using a computer, performing the following series of steps: 
powering the computer; 

connecting said computer to at least one network(It is inherent for a computer to be 
connected to a network in order for it to access the web pages over the internet); 
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displaying a multi-part graphical user interface (GUI) comprising a split screen work area 
and split screen canvas; 

invoking a canvas web page in the split screen canvas (page 13, paragraph 2, 3, and 4); 
Examiner interprets extracting objects from first web page to be splitting the web page; 
invoking a first web page in the split screen work area; 

wherein a user can simultaneously view the split screen work area and split screen canvas 
(page 13, paragraph 2, 3, and 4); 

Examiner interprets dividing the web pages into objects to be splitting web pages into 
multiple work area; 

acquiring data in a data level (pagel2, paragraph 5, fig 5); 

displaying said data levels in a display frame in a first web page (pagel2, paragraph 5, fig 

5); 

identifying a first information unit on said first web page (pagel2, paragraph 5, fig 5). 
As per claim 15, Kosaka teaches the computer implemented process of claim 14 further 
comprising: 

using a computer, updating said data level (page 1 5, paragraph 5). 
As per claim 16, Kosaka teaches the computer implemented process of claim 14 further 
comprising: 

using a computer performing the following steps , 
invoking a canvas web page (page 14, paragraph 1); 

positioning said first information unit on said canvas (page 14, paragraph 1); 
invoking a second web page (pagel2, paragraph 5, fig 6); 
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identifying a second information unit on said second web page (page 14, paragraph 1); 

and 

positioning said second information unit on said canvas web page (page 14, paragraph 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4, 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kosaka et 
al. (JP 1 1250054) in view of Emens et al. US Patent 6,493,744. 

As per claim 4, Kosaka teaches a method for aggregating multiple information items on a 
display screen of a computer connected to the internet comprising the steps of: 

displaying a multi-part graphical user interface (GUI) comprising a split screen work area 
and a split screen canvas (page 13, paragraph 2, 3, and 4); 

Examiner interprets extracting objects from first web page to be splitting the web page; 

invoking a canvas web page in the split screen canvas (page 14, paragraph 1); 

invoking a first web page in the split screen work area (page 12, paragraph 5, fig 5); 

identifying a first information unit on said first web page so that said first web page is 
divided into said first information unit and a first web page remainder (page 12, paragraph 5, fig 

5); 
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invoking a second web page (page 12, paragraph 5, fig 5); 

identifying a second information unit on said second web page so that said second web 
page is divided into said second information unit and a second web page remainder (page 12, 
paragraph 5, fig 5); and 

wherein a user can simultaneously view the canvas webpage and the first web page on 
the GUI (Figure 7) 

However Kosaka fails to teach rendering the remainder of the webpage transparent (page 
13, paragraph 2, 3, 4); 

Emens teaches rendering the undesired portions of the webpage invisible, (see Emens 
column 5 lines 27-column 16) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Emens' 
teaching with the method of Kosaka in order to allow users to view the undesired portion later if 
they choose to. 

As per claim 7, Kosaka and Emen teach the method of claim 4. Kosaka further teaches 
method comprising saving said canvas web page, said first information unit and said second 
information unit as a composite web page, (page 14, paragraph 1). 

As per claim 8, Kosaka and Emen teach the method of claim 4. Kosaka further teaches 
method comprising updating said first information unit (page 15, paragraph 5). 

As per claim 9, Kosaka and Emen teach the method of claim 4. Ksaka further teaches 
comprising updating said second information unit (page 15, paragraph 5). 

As per claim 10, Kosaka teaches a programmable apparatus for display and simultaneous 
update of multiple information units comprising, programmable hardware comprising; 
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a computer connected to a network (It is inherent for a computer to be connected to a 
network in order for it to access the web pages over the internet); 
a display screen connected to said computer (fig 5); 
a program installed on said computer; 

wherein responsive to said program containx instruction comprising (pagel2, paragraph 
5, fig 5): 

instruction for displaying a multi-part graphical user interface (GUI) comprising a split 
screen work area and a xplit screen canvas; 

instruction for invoking a canvas web page in the split screen canvas (page 13, paragraph 
2, 3, and 4); 

Examiner interprets extracting objects from first web page to be splitting the web page; 
instruction for invoking a first web page in the split screen work area (page 13, paragraph 
2, 3, and 4); 

wherein a user simultaneously views the split screen work area and the split screen 
canvas (page 13, paragraph 2, 3, and 4); 

Examiner interprets dividing the web pages into objects to be splitting web pages into 
multiple work areas; 

wherein an information unit is identified on the web page (pagel2, paragraph 5, fig 5); 

and 

wherein said information unit is moved to a CWP (page 14, paragraph 1). 
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Wherein the first web page is layered with a second web page on the canvas web page, 
the second web comprising a second information unit and second web page remainder (figure 5, 
figure 6, and figure 7); 

Wherein the first information unit and the second information unit are visible through the 
transparent first web page remainder and the transparent second web page remainder (figure 5, 
figure 6, and figure 7). 

However Kosaka fails to teach rendering the remainder of the webpage transparent (page 
13, paragraph 2,3,4); 

Emens teaches rendering the undesired portions of the webpage invisible, (see Emens 
column 5 lines 27-column 1 6) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Emens' 
teaching with the method of Kosaka in order to allow users to view the undesired portion later if 
they choose to. 

Claims 1-3, 5, 6, and 1 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kosaka et al. (JP 1 1250054) in view of Emens et al. US Patent 6,493,744 in view of 
Straznitskas. 

As per claim 1, Kosaka a method for display of one or more information items 
comprising the steps of: 

invoking a first web page (pagel2, paragraph 5, fig 5); and 

rendering said first web page remainder transparent (page 13, paragraph 2, 3, 4). 
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wherein the first web page is layered with a second web page comprising a second 
information unit and a second web page remainder (figure 6, item c, figure 7, item c); and 

However Kosaka fails to teach the method comprising: 

identifying a first information unit by creating a continuous line around a first 
information item on said web page so that said web page is divided into said first information 
unit and a first web page remainder. 

Straznitskas teaches identifying a first information unit by creating a continuous line 
around a first information item on a page so that the page is divided into said first information 
unit and a first page remainder (page 8). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Straznitskas' teaching with Kosaka' s method in order to allow the user to easily identify the 
section that he/she regards as important and relevant. 

However Kosaka and Straznitskas both fail to teach rendering the remainder of the 
webpage transparent (page 13, paragraph 2, 3, 4); 

Emens teaches rendering the undesired portions of the webpage invisible, (see Emens 
column 5 lines 27-column 16) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Emens' 
teaching with method Kosaka and Straznitskas in order to allow users to view the undesired 
portion later if they choose to. 

As per claim 2, Kosaka teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising: 
invoking the second web page (page 12, paragraph 5, fig 6); 
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rendering said second web page remainder transparent (page 13, paragraph 2, 3, 4); 
positioning said second information unit relative to said first information unit; and (page 
14, paragraph 1). 

However Kosaka fails to teach the method comprising 

identifying a second information unit by creating a continuous line around a second 
information item on said second web page so that said second web page is divided into said 
second information unit and a second web page remainder; 

and merging the two units by dragging. 

Straznitskas teaches identifying a second information unit by creating a continuous line 
around a second information item on said second web page so that said second web page is 
divided into said second information unit and a second web page remainder, and dragging the 
identified object (page 8). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Straznitskas' teaching with Kosaka' s method in order to allow the user to easily identify and 
paste the section that he/she regards as important and relevant. 

However Kosaka and Straznitskas both fail to teach rendering the remainder of the 
webpage transparent (page 13, paragraph 2, 3, 4); 

Emens teaches rendering the undesired portions of the webpage invisible, (see Emens 
column 5 lines 27-column 16) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Emens' 
teaching with method Kosaka and Straznitskas in order to allow users to view the undesired 
portion later if they choose to. 



. Application/Control Number: 09/710,927 
Art Unit: 2174 



Page 10 



As per claim 3, Kosaka, Straznitskas, and Emens teach the method of claim 1. Kosaka 
further teaches comprising: 

displaying a multi-part graphical user interface (GUI) comprising a split screen work area 
and a split screen canvas; 

dragging said first information unit to a CWP and positioning said first information unit 
on the canvas web page; (page 14, paragraph 1). 

dragging said first information unit to a canvas web page (page 17, paragraph 4); 

positioning said first information unit on the canvas web page (page 17, paragraph 4); 

Examiner interprets extracting revising object by a mouse to be drag and drop. 

wherein the canvas web page is located on the split screen canvas; and wherein the first 
web is located on the split screen work area (figure 7). 

As per claim 5, Kosaka and Emens teach teaches the method of claim 4. Kosaka further 
teaches the method comprising taking said first information unit to said canvas web page and 
positioning said first information unit on the canvas web page (page 14, paragraph 1). 

However Kosaka fails to teach merging the two units by dragging. 

Straznitskas teaches dragging the identified object (page 8). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Straznitskas' teaching with Kosaka' s method in order to allow the user to easily paste the section 
that he/she regards it as important and relevant. 

As per claim 6, it is of the same scope as claim 5. (See rejection above). 
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As per claim 1 1, Kosaka, Straznitskas, and Emens teach the apparatus of claim 10. 
Kosaka further teaches the programmable wherein said information unit is identified information 
item on said web page so that said web page is divided into said information unit and a 
remainder (page 1 1, fig 5); and 

said remainder is rendered transparent (page 13, paragraph 2, 3, 4). 

Kosaka fails to teach identified information item by creating a continuous line around it. 

Straznitskas teaches identifying a information unit by creating a continuous line around a 
information item (page 8). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Straznitskas 5 teaching with Kosaka' s method in order to allow the user to easily identify the 
section that he/she regards as important and relevant. 

As per claim 12, it is of the same scope as claim 1 1. (see rejection above) 

As per claim 13, Kosaka teaches a computer readable memory for display and 
simultaneous update of multiple information units comprising: 

a computer readable storage medium; (It is inherent for the computer system to have a 
storage medium) 

a computer program stored in said storage medium; (page 8, paragraph 3) 
the storage medium, so configured by said computer program, causes the computer ; 
to display a multi-part graphical user interface (GUI) comprising a split screen work area 
and split screen canvas; 

to invoke a canvas web page in the split screen canvas; 
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intruction for invoking a first web page in the split screen work area (page 13, paragraph 
2, 3, and 4); 

Examiner interprets extracting objects from first web page to be splitting the web page; 
to acquire a web page from said network and display said web page in a display screen 
(pagel2, paragraph 5, fig 5); 

to identify an information unit on the web page (pagel2, paragraph 5, fig 5); 

to position said information unit on a canvas web page (page 12, paragraph 5, fig 5); 

to acquire from said network a second web page (page 12, paragraph 5, fig 6); 

to identify a second information unit on the second web page (pagel2, paragraph 5, fig 

6); 

wherein a user can simultaneously view the split screen work area and the split screen 
canvas; and 

However Kosaka fails to teach the method wherein said program is adapted for dragging 
of said first information unit and said second information unit by a user, so that responsive to said 
dragging, said program positions said first information unit on said canvas web page and 
positions said second information unit on said canvas web page so that said canvas web page is 
visible through said first remainder and said second remainder and said first information unit is 
visible through said second remainder. 

Straznitskas teaches dragging the identified object (page 8). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Straznitskas' teaching with Kosaka' s method in order to allow the user to easily paste the section 
that he/she regards as important and relevant. 
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However Kosaka and Straznitskas both fail to teach rendering the remainder of the 
webpage transparent (page 13, paragraph 2, 3, 4); 

Emens teaches rendering the undesired portions of the webpage invisible, (see Emens 
column 5 lines 27-column 16) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Emens' 
teaching with method Kosaka and Straznitskas in order to allow users to view the undesired 
portion later if they choose to. 

Response to Argument 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16 have been considered but are deemed 
to be moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peng Ke whose telephone number is (571) 272-4062. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and Alternate Fridays 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



